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REMARKS 

Claim 1 is amended. Thus, by this Amendment, Claims 1 
and 2 are presented for examination. 

The Examiner rejected Claim 1 as indefinite due to the 
presence of the term "comparatively fast motion dynamics". More 
specifically, she has objected to the term as lacking reference 
to any objective standard. Other than this, and a number of 
minor issues of a strictly technical nature, the claims are 
indicated to define patentable subject matter. 

The Applicant has addressed the pending rejection by 
addition of the phrase "relative to the motion dynamics of the 
other axes". It is believed that this change addresses the 
previous allegation of indef initeness, making it clear that the 
Kalman filter correction value is the scale factor error 
determined for the axis whose motion dynamics exceeds that of the 
other axes. 
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As the Examiner has indicated that the claims define 



patentable subject matter and require correction only with regard 
to the issue of indef initeness which is addressed herein, prompt 
allowance and issuance of this application are earnestly 
solicited. 
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